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traverse this allegation. It sought to show that all that
was clearly and undoubtedly Catholic, this language
left untouched:1 that it was doubtful whether even
the formal definitions of the Council of Trent were
directly and intentionally contradicted; and that what
were really aimed at were the abuses and perversions
of a great popular and authorised system, tyrannical by
the force of custom and the obstinate refusal of any
real reformation.

It is often urged (says the writer), and sometimes felt
and granted, that there are in the Articles propositions
or terms inconsistent with the Catholic faith ; or, at
least, if persons do not go so far as to feel the objection
as of force, they are perplexed how best to answer it, or
how most simply to explain the passages on which it is
made to rest. The following Tract is drawn up with
the view of showing how groundless the objection is,
and further, of approximating towards the argumentative
answer to it, of which most men have an implicit
apprehension, though they may have nothing more.
That there are real difficulties to a Catholic Christian in
the ecclesiastical position of our Church at this day, no
one can deny ; but the statements of the Articles are not
in the number, and it may be right at the present
moment to insist upon this.

When met by the objection that the ideas of the
framers of the Articles were well known, and that it
was notorious that they had meant to put an insuper-
able barrier between the English Church and every-
1 No. 90, p. 24.